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In a Dept. of Motor Vehicles-type environment, two groups of people with their heads shaved, 
attired in identical tunics, are seated together, the group sections differentiated by some barely 
noticeable markers and by the opposite directions their chairs are facing, causing those in the last 
row of each group to be back-to-back with those in the last row of the other group. While each of 
the two groups are being lectured to by two different people, LECTURER A and LECTURER B, 
our focus is on those who occupy the last rows of each group who are back-to-back, the BACK 
ROW PEOPLE. A side conversation develops amongst them. 

From the side conversation, it becomes apparent the BACK ROW PEOPLE are unable to figure 
out which lecturer is saying what to which group, as they cannot help but hear both lecturers 
simultaneously. They try to untangle this in their simultaneous side conversation. 

LECTURER A is explaining how they will be impacted by The Year 2075 Recategorization, which 
was a major change for the entire world, apparently having been the closest thing the future has 
to a political revolution. It was arrived at in The Recategorization that those in Category 
A32B2. 34592 are henceforth to be entitled the same rights under the law as those in Category 
A43D2. 33922, though LECTURER A himself is very much opposed to this drastic change, and 
likes to mutter his aggravation. His derision appears based on simple-minded stereotypes not 
unlike those found in racist attitudes or current attitudes towards "nerds". However, that which 
differentiates the category in question is absurdly random, and almost sounds like an obscure 
legal classification replete with distinctions lost on the common man. Apparently The Year 2075 
Recategorization has much in common with the American Emancipation of the Slaves, wherein 
many refused to believe those being granted equal rights were truly entitled, that it might even be 
unholy. LECTURER A is briefing his group regarding some of the many detailed, beaurocratic 
side consequences to this change that his group must incorporate. 

LECTURER B is explaining something very similar to his group, however, he is briefing them on 
different beaurocratic side consequences that pertain to his particular group. 

In their side conversation, the BACK ROW PEOPLE have many remarks for each other about all 
of this. It eventually becomes apparent that few among them are even sure about which number 
group they themselves actually belong to and only hope they are in the right place, as they are 
always being redirected by the very Kafkaesque, beaurocratic order under which they live, not to 
mention how drastic a difference getting even one digit wrong can make. 


The End 


